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RECEIVED 

WASHINGTON "FFiCF 

Re: In the Matter of Amendment of Section 73.622(b), Table of Allotments, 
Digital Television Broadcast Stations (Norwich, Connecticut) 
MB Docket No. 04-184 
RM-10968 

Dear Ms. Dortch: 

Enclosed please find, on behalf ofHearst-Argyle Properties, Inc., the original and four copies 
of Comments of Hearst-Argyle Properties, Inc. for filing in the above-referenced matter. 

If any questions should arise during the course of your consideration of this matter, it is 
respectfully requested that you communicate with the undersigned. 

Sincerely, 

David Kushner 
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In the Matter of 

Before the RECEIVED 
Federal Communications Commission 

Washington, D.C. 20554 JUL - 6 2004 

Amendment of Section 73.622(b), 
Table of Allotments, 
Digital Television Broadcast Stations 
(Norwich, Connecticut) 

1 

1 RM-10968 
1 
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1 MB Docket No. 04-184 

COMMENTS OF HEARST-ARGYLE PROPERTIES, INC. 

Hearst-Argyle Properties, Inc., licensee of Stations WMUR-TV and WMUR-DT, 

Manchester, New Hampshire, NTSC Channel 9 and DTV Channel 59 (“WMUR’)), through its 

attorneys and pursuant to Sections 1.420, 73.622(a), and 73.623(c) of the Commission’s rules, 

hereby submits the instant comments in response to the Notice ofProposed Rule Making (“otice”), 

released May 14,2004, in the above-captionedproceeding. The Notice requests comments regarding 

the petition of Connecticut Public Broadcasting, Inc., licensee of Station WEDN(TV), Norwich, 

Connecticut (“WED”), to amend Section 73.622(b), the DTV Table of Allotments, by substituting 

DTV Channel 9 for its currently assigned DTV Channel 45. Attached hereto and made a part of the 

instant Comments is the Engineering Statement of Joseph M. Davis, of Cave11 Mertz & Davis Inc., 

WMUR’s consulting engineer. 

WMUR urges the Commission to reject WEDN’s proposal because the proposal (1) violates 

the two percent de minimis standard specified in Section 73.623(~)(2) of the Commission’s rules; 

(2) unfairly constrains WMUR’s ability to operate its digital facility on its current NTSC Channel 9 

at the end of the digital television transition; and (3) is contrary to the public interest because 

additional interference would be caused to numerous WMUR viewers 
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I. WEDN’s Proposal Violates the Two Percent De Minimis Standard in 
Section 73.623(~)(2) 

Section 73.623(~)(2) of the Commission’s rules provides that a request to amend the DTV 

Table of Allotments “must demonstrate that the requested change would not result in more than an 

additional 2 percent [of] the population served by another station being subject to interference” and 

that “[tlhe station population values for existing NTSC service and DTV service contained in 

Appendix B of the Memorandum Opinion and Order on Reconsideration of the Sixth Report and 

Order . . . are to be used for the purposes of determining whether a power increase or other changes 

is permissible under this de minimis standard.” 

In WEDN’s Petition for Rule Making in the instant proceeding, WEDN asserts that the 

proposal will result in 1.86% interference to WMUR’s NTSC facility. See WEDN Petition, 

Technical Exhibit, Figure 3. WEDN’s calculation is based on a baseline population of 4,956,255 

persons served by WMUR and interference to 91,949 WMUR viewers. 

However, WEDN’s calculation violates Section 73.623(~)(2) because it does not use the 

baseline population for WMUR specified in Appendix B of the Memorandum Opinion and Order 

on Reconsideration of the Sixth Report and Order.‘ Appendix B specifies that the NTSC baseline 

population for WMUR is 4,322,000. The interference to 91,949 persons represents 2.13% of the 

baseline population specified in Appendix B, which obviously exceeds the 2% de minimis threshold. 

In addition to the plain textual language of Section 73.623(~)(2) requiring the use of 

Appendix B population values for de minimis interference evaluations, the Commission has 

unequivocally stated that Appendix B population values control, and it has specifically refused to 

adopt modified analyses that would consider other baseline values on the grounds that it would be 

’ 13 FCC Rcd 7418 (1998). 
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inequitable to change course in midstream. See Review of the Commission’s Rules and Policies 

Affecting the Conversion to Digital Television, Memorandum Opinion and Order on 

Reconsideration, 16 FCC Rcd 20594 (2001), 11 60-61. 

Because WEDN’s proposal would result in 2.13% interference to WMUR’s viewers, the 

proposal violates the 2% de minimis standard specified in Section 73.623(~)(2). Accordingly, the 

Commission should deny WEDN’s proposal. 

11. WEDN’s Proposal Would Unfairly Constrain WMUR’s Ability to 
Operate Its Digital Facility on Its Current NTSC Channel 9 at the End 
of the Digital Television Transition 

As WMUR’s assigned DTV Channel 59 is out-of-core, it will be necessary for WMUR to 

convert its digital operation to its current NTSC Channel 9 at the end of the digital television 

transition. WMUR’s DTV “reversion” to Channel 9 is not speculative but is a necessary result of 

the Commission’s DTV Table of Allotments and the unlikelihood of WMUR being able to find an 

acceptable alternative DTV channel with characteristics comparable to those of a favorable high 

VHF channel such as Channel 9, particularly in the northeastern United States where analog and 

digital operations are already overly crowded. Indeed, the Commission has already recognized the 

virtual certainty of WMUR’s future use of Channel 9 for its DTV operation by presuming that 

stations with one in-core and one out-of-core channel will remain on their in-core channel after the 

DTV transition. See Review of the Commission’s Rules and Policies Affecting the Conversion to 

Digital Television, Reporr and Order and Further Notice ofProposed Rule Making, 16 FCC Rcd 

5946 (2001), 7 16 (“We presume that, except in extraordinary circumstances, stations that have one 

in-core and one out-of-core channel will remain on their in-core channel after the transition.”). 
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While the Commission has acknowledged for some time the likelihood that stations such as 

WMUR will revert back to their in-core NTSC channel for post-transition DTV operations, it has 

yet to resolve issues concerning the DTV channel election process and, in particular, the procedures 

for stations to protect their post-transition DTV channel. See Second Periodic Review, Norice of 

Proposed Rule Making, MB Docket No. 03-15, FCC 03-8 (2003). Because of the current lack of 

channel election procedures, WMUR is unable to protect itself from constraints on its future 

Channel 9 DTV facilities that would result from WEDN’s proposal. Specifically, if WEDN’s 

proposal is accepted, WMUR will be unable to maximize its DTV facilities because such maximized 

facilities will cause more than 2% interference to the proposed WEDN-DT facilities on Channel 9. 

See Engineering Statement. 

Because it is a virtual certainty that WMUR will use Channel 9 for its post-transition DTV 

operations, it would be unreasonable and inequitable to deprive WMUR of the full digital use of its 

long-time traditional NTSC channel. Furthermore, WMUR was an “early adopter” of digital 

television and has been licensed for full-power DTV operation on Channel 59 since early 2000. 

WMUR should not be penalized for having been allotted an out-of-core DTV transition channel by 

the Commission with no procedure to protect its future DTV operation. 

Because adoption of WEDN’s proposal would preclude WMUR from fully maximizing its 

DTV service on Channel 9, the Commission should deny WEDN’s proposal or, at aminimum, defer 

consideration of the proposal until the channel election issues in MB Docket No. 03-1 5 have been 

resolved and WMUR has been afforded an opportunity to protect its future DTV operations on 

Channel 9. 



111. WEDN’s Proposal Is Contrary to the Public Interest Because Additional 
Interference Would Be Caused to Numerous WMUR Viewers 

Where, as here, a proposal results in interference to a substantial number of viewers, such 

a proposal is not in the public interest. Case law has long recognized that “losses in service are 

primafacie inconsistent with the public interest,” WestMich. Telecasters, Inc. v. FCC, 460 F.2d 883, 

889 (D.C. Cir. 1972), and “that . . . curtailment of service is not in the public interest is axiomatic,” 

Hull v. FCC, 237 F.2d 567,572 (D.C. Cir. 1956). As set forth in WEDN’s own Petition, WEDN’s 

proposal would result in interference to 91,949 viewers of WMUR’s present NTSC Channel 9 

facility. Interference to a substantial number of WMUR’s viewers would continue when WMUR 

converts to Channel 9 for its post-transition DTV operations, which, as discussed above, is a virtual 

certainty. Such interference would substantially harm the ability of significant populations to receive 

WMUR’s local and national programming, including, in particular, its unique and vital political 

coverage. 

WEDN’s proposal suggests that a grant of the proposal will result in an increase in service 

to a certain population. See WEDN Petition, 7 3. However, more than counterbalancing any such 

increase in service are the facts that (1) WEDN operates as a satellite station for Station WEDH, 

Hartford, Connecticut; (2) based on a review of WEDN’s website (www.cptv.ors), WEDN carries 

no unique programming not already carried on WEDH; and (3) the northeastern United States is 

already overly congested with analog and digital television operations. Since the vast majority of 

WEDN’s proposed service population would merely be receiving service 100% duplicative of the 

service already being received from WEDH, it is unreasonable and unwarranted to subject any 

WMUR viewers to loss of WMUR’s unique local and network programming because of interference 
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from a service whose programming the viewers already receive from another affiliated source? 

In addition, because the DTV allotments have already crowded NTSC and DTV operations 

in the northeastern United States, there is simply no substantial public interest benefit to an allotment 

proposal that would result in even more interference in this particular region. 

Finally, even assuming, arguendo, some public interest benefit from the proposed channel 

change, any such benefit is outweighed by the significant detriment to the substantial number of 

viewers who will lose over-the-air service from WMUR. The loss of service to nearly 100,000 

persons is an overriding public interest harm. Accordingly, the Commission should deny WEDN's 

proposal. 

Conclusion 

For the foregoing reasons, WMUR respectfully requests that the Commission reject the 

amendment to the DTV Table of Allotment proposed in the Notice. 

WEDH-DT and WEDN-DT have previously proposed a channel swap. See WEDN 
Petition,l4 n.1 (citing FileNos. BMPEDT-20031008AATandBPEDT-l9990113KG(asarnended 
Oct. 8, 2003)). If the Commission were to allow WEDH-DT to operate on Channel 45, then a 
substantial portion of WMUR's viewers who would receive interference from WEDN-DT on 
Channel 9-in the tens of thousands-would simply be losing service due to interference from a 
satellite station that merely duplicates completely the service of another station that already serves 
those same people. See Engineering Statement at 3. In this context involving a satellite station in 
the congested northeastern corridor, the public interest calculus must surely account for this needless 
loss of service to a full-power station providing unique programming and local service. WMUR 
expresses no opinion on the merits of the channel swap itself, so long as WEDN's instant proposal 
to move to Channel 9 is rejected. 

BW", 3 - 6 -  



Respectfully submitted, 

H E A R S T - A m  OPERTIES, INC. 

Coe W. Ramsey 

BROOKS, PIERCE, McLENDON, 
HUMPHREY & LEONARD, L.L.P. 

Wachovia Capitol Center, Suite 1600 
150 Fayetteville Street Mall (27601) 
Post Office Box 1800 
Raleigh, North Carolina 27602 
Telephone: (919) 839-0300 
Facsimile: (919) 839-0304 

Its Attorneys 

July 6, 2004 
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ENGINEEFUNG STATEMENT 
prepared for 

Hearst-Argyle Properties, Inc. 
WMUR-TV Ch. 9 Manchester, NH 

Facility ID 73292 

This engineering statement has been prepared on behalf of Hearsf-Argyle Properfies, Inc. 

h hearst-Argyle"), in support of Comments in a Notice of Proposed Rulemaking, Media Bureau 

Docket 04-184.’ The subject docket proposes to change the paired digital television @TV) 

assignment for WEDN (NTSC Channel 53, Norwich, cr) from DTV Channel 45 toDTV Channel 9, 

as requested by the licensee of WEDN, Connecticut Public Broadcasting, Inc. [ “CP3I”). 

Hearst-Argyle is the licensee of WMUR-TV, Manchester, NH. As discussed below, the 

proposed allotment change may impact the ability of WMUR-TV to fully utilize its existing analog 

channel for its final DTV operation. 

WMUR-TV is licensed to operate on analog Channel 9 (BMLCT-218) and DTV Channel 59 

(BLCDT-19990927ABC). The Channel 59 DTV operation is not within the “core” of Channels 2 

through 5 1. Following the DTV transition, the WMUR-DT operation will have to vacate Channel 59 

in favor of a “COE” channel, and it is anticipated that Hearst-Argyle will choose its existing analog 

Channel 9 for permanent DTV operation. Due to the congested nature of the television “core” 

spectrum in the region (nearby to Boston and New York City), it is not likely that any alternate core 

channel could provide the same level of service as Channel 9 for the permanent WMUR-DT @TV) 

operation. 

WMUR-TV is located 169.3 km from the proposed allotment point for WEDN-DT 

Channel 9. This distance is 75.3 km short of the minimum separation requirement of 244.6 km as 

specified in $73.623(d) of the Commission’s Rules for co-channel DTV and analog stations. For 

co-channel DTV stations (ie., the future WMLTR-DT), the minimum separation distance is also 

244.6 km. While the Commission typically does not evaluate changes in the original DTV allotment 

table based on minimum separation distances, the lack of sufficient distance does underscore that 

‘See Amendmen: of Section 73.622(b), Table ofAl1ofmen:s. Digifal Television Broadcast Sfafions (Norwich, 
Connecticuf), MB Docket No. 04-184, RM 10968, released May 14,2004. 

CaveU, Mertz & Davis, Inc. 



ENGINEERING STATEMENT 
page 2 of 3) 

interference between the proposed WEDN-DT facility and WMUR-TV is likely for the current 

analog and future. digital WMUR-TV facilities. 

WMUR-TV is licensed to operate with an effective radiated power (“ERP”) of 282 kW and 

an antenna height above average terrain (“HAAT”) of 314 meters. This represents a maximum 

analog television facility on a high-band VHF channel in Zone I under $73.614(b)(3). For a future 

DTV operation of WMUR-DT on Channel 9 (at the licensed analog site and antenna height), the 

maximum facility is 27.5 kW at 314 meters HAAT. 

An interference study based on the Commission’s OET Bulletin 69* shows that a maximum 

WMUR-DT facility on Channel 9 does not comply with the present 2% / 10% de minimis 

interference limit with respect to the proposed WEDN-DT Channel 9 allotment. The study 

determined the additional interference which would be caused should WMUR-TV change from a 

maximum analog facility to a maximum digital facility on Channel 9. 

The attached Table 1 provides a portion of the output results from the interference analysis, 

corresponding to WEDN-DT. As indicated thereon, under some scenarios WMUR-DT would “fail” 

the de minimis limit, causing between 2.2 and 2.6 percent additional interference to WEDN-DT 

allotment. For instance, under scenario number 18 the interference experienced by WEDN-DT 

would increase by 53,633 persons (1990 Census data), representing a 2.57 percent increase utilizing 

a baseline population of 2,090,387: 

’Office of Engineering and Technology Bulletin number 69. Langley-Rice Melhodologyfor Evaluafing 7” 
Coverage and Interference, February 6,2004. The implementation of OET-69 for this study followed the guidelines 
of OET-69 as specified therein. A standard cell size of 2 km was employed, which matches that employed in the 
WEDN-DT Petition for Rulemaking in MB Docket 04184. Comparisons of various results of this computer program 
(NII on a Sun processor) to the Commission’s implementation of OET-69 show excellent correlation. 

%e baseline population for DTV stations is the greater of NTSC or DTV Service Population, from final FCC 
“Appendix B table in MM Docket 87-268. For the original WEDN-DT allotment, the NTSC service population is 
838,000 and the DTV service population is 839,000. However for allotment changes a new interference-free DTV 
service population is derived, based on the new D W  allotment. In this case, the specific population varies slightly by 
scenario. The 2,090,387 persons calculated in the scenario 18 above is not substantially different from the 2,079,000 
persons cited in the underlying WEDN-DT Petition for Rulemaking in MB Docket 04-184. 

Cavell, Me& & Davis, Inc. 



ENGINEERING STATEMENT 
(Page 3 of 3) 

Many scenarios show a 2.2 percent increase in interference, such as scenario number 3. Here, 

interference to WEDN-DT increases by 45,703 persons, which is 2.16 percent of the 2,112,396 

baseline population in this scenario. 

These results show that under the current FCC criteria, WMUR-DT would not be able to 

achieve a maximum DTV facility on Channel 9, due to interference in excess of 2 percent being 

caused to WEDN-DT. Further, the interference analysis showed that only WEDN-DT would be 

subject to interference in excess of the present 2% / 10% de minimis interference limit. Therefore, 

if granted, the WEDN-DT channel change proposal could have a limiting effect on WMUR-DT's 

ability to employ its analog channel with a maximum DTV facility. 

Finally, it is noted that WEDN is apparently a satellite station of WEDHVV) (Facility ID 

13602, Hartford, CT), also licensed to CPBI. CPBI is also proposing that the WEDH-DT operation 

will employ WEDN's existing DTV allotment of ChanneI 45 (BPEDT-19990113KG). Examination 

of the areas of new interference caused to WMUR-TV by WEDN-DT on Channel 9 shows that a 

significant portion of these areas of new interference would receive interference-free service from 

WEDH-DT on Channel 4.5. 

The undersigned hereby certifies that the foregoing statement was prepared by him or under 

his direction, and that it is true and correct to the best of his knowledge and belief. 

Cavell, Mertz & Davis, Inc. 
7839 Ashton Avenue 
Manassas, VA 20109 
(703) 392-9090 

oseph M. Davis, P.E. 
July 2,2004 

List of Attachments 

Table 1 OET Bulletin 69 Analysis Results 
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INTERFERENCE ANALYSIS RESULTS 
ANALYSIS OF KHBS(TV) 

prepared for 
Hearst-Argyle Properties, Inc. 

WMUR-TV Ch. 9 Manchester, NH 
Facility ID 73292 

TV INTERFERENCE and SPACING ANALYSIS PROGRAM 

Date: 06-30-2004 Time: 11:04:36 

Record Selected for Analysis 

WMUR-UT USERRECORD-01 MANCHESTER NH US 
Channel 09 ERP 27.5 kW HAAT 315. m RCAMSL 00453 rn 
Latitude 042-58-59 Longitude 0071-35-19 
Status APP Zone 1 Border 
Last update Cutoff date Docket 
Cornmen t s 
Applicant 

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

Analysis of Interference to Affected Station 3 

Analysin Of Current record 
Channel Call City/State Application Ref. NO. 

09 WEDN NORWICH CT BPRM -20040109AEI 

Stations Potentially Affecting This Station 

Chan Call city1state 
08 WTNH NEW HAVEN CT 

Dief(km1 Status Application R e f .  NO. 
66.2 LIC BLCT -19960926KF 

08 WNJB NEW BRUNSWICK NJ 219.8 CP MOD BMPEDT -20000425AAM 
08 WMBC-UT NEWTON NJ 210.5 PLN DTVPLN -DTVP0043 
ns WM1le-T" MnNrA*sTeR NM 169.4 LIC BMLCT -218 ~~~~~ ~~~ _ _  .. ... 
09 WMURTV MANCHESTER NH 169.4 PLN UTVPLN -NPLN0612 
0 9  WWOR TV SECAUCUS NJ 
09 WWOR TV SECAUCUS NJ 
0 9  WIXT-TV SYRACUSE NY 
09 WBPH-DT BETHLEHEM PA 
09  WBPH-TV BETHLEHEM PA 
09 WWLF-DT HAZLETON PA 
09 WVER-TV RUTLAND VT 
10 WTNH-UT NEW HAVEN CT 
10 WTNH NEW HAVEN CT ~~ ~~ ~~ 

10 WTEN ALBANY NY 
10 WJAR PROVIDENCE RI 
09 WMUR-UT MANCHESTER NH 

Total scenarios = 20 

178.8 LIC BLCT -19810514KF 
174.8 APP BPCT -20040225AAQ 
354.7 LIC BLCT -19860717KF 
294.2 LIC BPRM -20011130AHC 
294.2 CP MOD BMPCDT -20030522ADF 
331.6 PLN DTVPLN -DTVP0058 
249.8 APP BPRM -20000803AAC 
66.2 PLN DTVPLN -DTVP0068 ~ ~ ~~~ 

66.2 CP MOD EMPCDT -20031219ACC 
195.5 LIC BLCT -1285 
82.5 LIC BLCT -2395 
169.4 APP USERRECORD-01 

Result key: 1 
SCenarlO 1 Affected Station 3 
Before Analysis 

Result* for: 9A CT NORWICH BPRM 20040109AEI APP 
HAAT 192.0 rn,  ATV ERP 6.0 kW 

POPULATION AREA I S q  kml 
within Noise Limited Contour 3906178 21161:2 
not affected by terrain losses 3173808 19538.7 
loat to NTSC IX 10 0 2 4 7 0 2853.5 
lost to additional IX by ATV 64813 145.3 
lost to ATV IX only 357397 920.2 
lost to a l l  IX 1067283 2998.8 

Potential Interfering Statione Included in above Scenario 1 

8N CT NEW HAVEN BLCT 19960926KF LIC 

Cavell, Mertz & Davis, Inc. 



(page 2 of 16) 

5N NH MANCHESTER 
5N NJ SECAUCUS 
9N NY SYRACUSE 
10N RI PROVIDENCE 
10A CT NEW HAVEN 

DTVPLN NPLN0612 PLN 
BLCT 19810514KF LIC 
BLCT 1986071lKF LIC 
BLCT 2395 LIC 
DTVPLN DTVP0068 PLN 

After Analysis 

Results for: 9A CT NORWICH BPRM 20040109AEI APP 
HAAT 192.0 m ,  ATV ERP 6.0 kW 

POPULATION AREA i s q  kml 
within NOi6e Limited Contour 3906118 21161.2 
not affected bv terrain losses 3173808 1953R ~7 ~~~~~ ~~~~~~ 

lost to NTSC Ix 832241 1856.6 
lost to additional IX by ATV 214814 1550.2 
lost to ATV IX only 1060002 3241.0 
lost to all IX 1107115 3446.8 

Potential Interfering Stations Included in above Scenario 1 

8N CT NEW HAVEN 
9N NJ SECAUCUS 
9N NY SYRACUSE 
ION R I  PROVIDENCE 
10A CT NEW HAVEN 
9A NH MIlNCHESTER 

BLCT 19960926KF LIC 
BLCT 15810514KF LIC 
BLCT 15860111KF LIC 
BLCT 2395 LIC 
DTVPLN DTVP0068 PLN 
USERRECORD01 APP 

Result key: 2 
SCenarlO 2 Affected atation 3 
Before Analysis 

Results for: 5A CT NORWICH BPRM 20040109AEI APP 
HAAT 152.0 m, ATV ERP 6.0 kW 

POPULATION AREA lsq kml 
within Noise Limited Contour 3906118 21161.2 

lost to NTSC IX 1002410 2853.5 
not affected by terrain losses 3173808 19538.7 

lost to additional IX by ATV 88783 226.0 
lost to ATV IX onl) 
lost to all IX 

385138 1005.0 
1091253 3019.5 

Potential Interfering Stations Included in above Scenario 2 

8N CT NEW HAVEN BLCT 19960926KF LIC 
9N NH MANCHESTER DTVPLN NPLN0612 PLN 
9N NS SECAUCUS BLCT 19810514KF LIC 
9N NY SYRACUSE BLCT 19860117Kf LIC 
10N RI PROVIDENCE 
10A CT NEW HAVEN 

After Analysis 

BLCT 2395 LIC 
BMPCDT 20031219ACC CP 

Results for: 9A CT NORWICH BPRM 20040109AEI APP 
HAAT 152.0 m, ATV ERP 6.0 kW 

within Noise Limited Contour 3906118 21161.2 
not affected by terrain losses 3113808 19538.1 

POPULATION AREA ( s q  kml 

lost to NTSC Ii 832241 1856.6 
losf to additional Ix by ATV 298844 1670.9 
l o a f  to itTV IX onl" 1086729 3311.7 ~~~~ ~~ ~~~ ~~~ ~~~~ 

lost to a l l  IX 1131085 3527.5 

potential Interfering Stations Included in above Scenario 2 

8N CT NEW HAVEN 
9N NJ SECAUCUS 
5N NY SYRACUSE 

10N RI PROVIDENCE 
1OA CT NEW HAVEN 
9A NH MANCHESTER 

BLCT 15960926KF LIC 

Result key: 3 
SCeIlar lO 3 Affected scation 3 
Before Analysis 

Results for: 9A CT NORWICH BPRM 20040109AEI APP 
HAAT 192.0 m ,  ATV ERP 6.0 kW 

Cavell, Mertz & Davis, Inc. 
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POPULATION AREA (6q kml 
wlthin NoiSe Limited Contour 3906178 21161.2 
not affected by terrain lasses 3173808 19538.7 
lost to NTSC IX 9 9 6 5 9 9  2837.4 

lost to ATV IX only 357397 920.2 
lost to a11 IX 1061412 2982.7 

lost to addicional IX by ATV 64813 145.3 

Potential Interfering Stations Included in above Scenari~ 3 

8N CT NEW HAVEN 
9N NH MANCHESTER 
9N NJ SECAUCUS 
9N NY SYRACUSE 
10N RI PROVIDENCE 
10A CT NEW HAVEN 

BLCT 19960926KF LIC 
DTVPLN NPLN0612 PLN 
BLCT 19810514KF LIC 
BLCT 19860717KF LIC 

DTVPLN DTVP0068 PLN 
BLCT 2395 LIC 

After Analysis 

Results for: 9A CT NORWICH BPRM 20040109AEI APP 
HAST 192.0 m, ATV ERP 6.0 kW 

within Noise Limited Contour 3906178 21161.2 
POPULATION AREA lsq kml 

~~ 

not affected by terrain losses 3173808 19538.7 
lost to NTSC IX 832241 1856 6 
lost to additional IX by ATV 274874 1590.2 
lost to ATV IX only 1060002 1741 0 

lost to all IX 1107115 3446.8 

Potential Interfering Stations Included in above Scenario 3 

8N CT NEW HAVEN 
9N NJ SECAUCUS 
9N NY SYRACUSE 
10N RI PROVIDENCE ~ ~~ 

10A CT NEW HAVEN 

BLCT 19960926KF LIC 
BLCT 19810514KF LIC 
BLCT 19860717KF LIC 
BLCT 2395 LIC 
DTVPLN DTVP0068 PLN 

9A NH MANCHESTER USERRECORDOl APP 

The following station failed the de minimis interference criteria 

ERP 27.50 kW HAAT 315.0 m RCAMSL 453.0 m 
Antenna none 

Due to interference to the following station and scenario: 3 

ERP 6.00 kW HAAT 192.0 m RCAMSL 284.0 m 
Antenna 9 9 9 9 9 9 9 9 9 9 9 9 9 9  

9D NH MANCHESTER USERRECORDOl 

9D CT NORWICH BPRM 20040109AEI 

Percent Service loet without proposal: 0.0 to BPRM 20040109AEI 
Percent Service lost with proposal: 2.2 to BPRM 20040109AEI 

Result key: 4 
Scenario 4 Affected station 3 
Before Analysis 

Results f o r :  9A CT NORWICH BPRM 20040109AEI APP 
HAAT 192.0 m, ATV ERP 6.0 kW 

POPULATION AREA ( 6 -  kml . .  
within Noise Limited Contour 3906178 21161.2 
not affected by terrain los8es 3173808 19538.7 
lo5t to NTSC IX 996599 2837.4 
lost to additional IX bv ATV 88783 226.0 ~~ ~~~~ ~~~~~ 

lost to ATV IX only 385738 1005.0 
lost to a l l  IX 1085382 3063.4 

Potential Interfering Stations Included in above Scenario 4 

8N CT NEW HAVEN 
9N NH MANCHESTER 
9N NJ SECAUCUS 
9N NY SYRACUSE 
10N RI PROVIDENCE ~ ~~ 

lOA CT NEW HAVEN 

After Analysis 

BLCT 19960926KF LIC 
DTVPLN NPLN0612 PLN 
BLCT 19810514KF LIC 
BLCT 19860717KF LIC 
BLCT 2395 LIC 
BMPCDT 20031219ACC CP 

Cavell, Mertz & Davis, Ine. 
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Results for: 9A CT NORWICH BPRM 20040109AEI APP 
HAAT 192.0 m, ATV ERP 6.0 kW 

within Noise Limited Contour 3906178 21161.2 
not affected by terrain losses 3173808 19538.7 
lost to NTSC IX 832241 1856.6 
lost to additional IX by ATV 298844 1670.9 
lost to ATV Ix only 1086729 3317.7 
lost to all IX 1131085 3527.5 

POPULATION AREA (sq km) 

Potential Interfering Stations Included in above Scenario 4 

8N CT NEW HAVEN BLCT 19960926KF LIC 
9N NJ SECAUCUS BLCT 19810514KF LIC 
9N NY SYRACUSE BLCT 19860717KF LIC 
10N RI PROVIDENCE BLCT 2395 LIC 
10A CT NEW HAVEN BMPCDT 20031219ACC CP 
9A NH MANCHESTER USERRECORDOl APP 

The following Station failed the de minimis interference criteria 

ERE 27.50 kW HAAT 315.0 m RCAMSL 453.0 m 
Antenna none 

9D NH MANCHESTER USERRECORDOl 

Due to interference to the following atation and scenario: 4 
9D CT NORWICH BPRM 20040109AEI 

ERP 6.00 kW HAAT 192.0 m RCAMSL 284.0 m 
Antenna 99999999999999 

Percent Service lost without proposal: 0.0 to BPRM 20040109AEI 
20040109AEI Percent Service lost with proposal: 2.2 to BPRM 

Result key: 5 
Scenario 5 Affected etation 3 
Before Analysis 

Results for: 9A CT NORWICH BPRM 20040109AEI APP 
HAAT 192.0 m. ATV ERP 6.0 kW 

POPULATION AREA i s q  km) 
within Noise Limited Contour 3906178 21161.2 
not affected by terrain losses 3173808 19538.7 
lost to NTSC IX 1002470 2853.5 
lost to additional IX by ATV 64949 149.3 
lost to ATV IX only 410571 1025.2 
lost to a l l  IX 1067419 3002.8 

potential Interfering Stations Included in above Scenario 5 

8N CT NEW HAVEN 
9N NH MANCHESTER 
9N NJ SECAUCUS 
9N NY SYRACUSE 

BLCT 19960926KF LIC 
DTVPLN NPLN0612 PLN 
BLCT 19810514KF LIC 
BLCT 19860717KF LIC 

10N RI PROVIDENCE BLCT 2395 LIC 
9A VT RUTLAND BPRM 20000803AAC APP 
10A CT NEW HAVEN DTVPLN DTVP0068 PLN 

After Analysis 

Results for: 9A CT NORWICH BPRM 20040109AEI APP 
HAAT 192.0 m, ATV ERP 6.0 kW 

POPULATION AREA (Sq kml 
within Noise Limited Contour 3906178 2116112 
not affected by terrain losses 3173808 19538.7 
lost to NTSC IX 832241 1856.6 
lost to additional IX by ATV 275010 1594.3 
lost to ATV IX only 1060138 3245.0 
lost to all IX 1107251 3450.8 

Potential Interfering Stations Included in above Scenario 5 

8N CT NEW HAVEN BLCT 19960926KF LIC 
9N NJ SECAUCUS BLCT 19810514KF LIC 
9N NY SYRACUSE BLCT 19860717KF LIC 
10N R I  PROVIDENCE BLCT 2395 LIC 
9A VT RUTLAND BPRM 20000803AAC APP 
10A CT NEW HAVEN DTVPLN DTVP0068 PLN 

Cavell, Mertz & Davis, h e .  
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9A NH MANCHESTER USERRECORDOl APP 

Result key: 6 

Before Analysis 
Scenario 6 Affected station 3 

BPRM 20040109AEI APP Results for: 9 A  CT NORWICH 
HAAT 192.0 m, ATV ERP 6.0 kW 

POPULATION AREA 1 6 m  kml . .  
within Noise Limited Contour 3906178 21161.2 
not affected by terrain losses 3173808 19538.7 
lost to NTSC Ix 1002470 2 R 5 2  9 

~~ 

lost to additional IX by ATV 88919 230.1 
lost to ATV IX only 438505 1105.9 
lost to all IX 1091389 3083.6 

Potential Interfering stations Included in above Scenario 6 

8N CT NEW HAVEN 
9N NH MANCHESTER 
9N NJ SECAUCUS 
9N NY SYRACUSE 

9A VT RUTLAND 
ION RI PROVIDENCE 

10A CT NEW HAVEN 

After Analysis 

BLCT 2395 LIC 
BPRM 20000803AAC APP 
BMPCDT 20031219ACC CP 

Results for: 9A CT NORWICH BPRM 20040109AEI APP 
HAAT 192.0 m ,  ATV ERP 6.0 kW 

within Noise Limited Contour 3906178 21161.2 

lost to NTSC Ix 832241 1856.6 
lost to additional Ix by A m  298980 1675.0 
lost to ATV Ix only 1086865 3321.7 
lost to a l l  IX 1131221 3531.6 

POPULATION AREA l s q  kmi 

not affected by terrain losses 3173808 19538.7 

Potential Interfering Stations Included in above Scenario 6 

BN CT NEW HAVEN 
9 N  NS SECAUCUS 
9N NY SYRACUSE 

9A VT RUTLAND 

9A NH MANCHESTER 

10N RI PROVIDENCE 

10A CT NEW HAVEN 

BLCT 19960926KF LIC 
BLCT 19810514Kf LIC 
BLCT 19860717KF LIC 
BLCT 2395 LIC 
BPRM 20000803AAC APP 
BMPCDT 20031219ACC CP 
USERRECORDOl APP 

Result key: 7 
Scenario 7 Affected station 3 
Before Analysis 

Results for: 9A CT NORWICH BPRM 20040109AEI APP 
HAAT 192.0 m ,  ATV ERP 6.0 kW 

POPULATION AREA is- kml . .  
within Noise Limited Contour 3906178 21161.2 

lost to NTSC IX 10 0 2 4 7 0 2853.5 
lost to additional Ix by ATV 64813 145.3 
loat to ATV IX only 357397 920.2 
lost to a l l  IX 1067283 2998.8 

not affected by terrain lasses 3173808 19538.7 

Potential Interfering Stations Included in above Scenario 7 

10A CT NEW HAVEN DTVPLN DTVP0068 PLN 
9A VT RUTLAND BPRM 20000803AAC APP 

After Analysis 

Results for: 9A CT NORWICH BPRM 20040109AEI APP 
HAAT 192.0 m, ATV ERP 6.0 kW 

POPULATION AREA lsq km) 

Cavell, Mertz & Davis, Inc. 
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within Noise Limited Contour 3906178 21161.2 
not affected by terrain losses 3173808 19538.7 
lost to NTSC IX 832241 1856.6 
last to additional IX by ATV 274874 1590.2 
lost to ATV Ix only 10 6 0 0 0 2 3241.0 
loat to all IX 1107115 3446.8 

Potential Interfering Stations Included in above scenario 

BLCT 19960926KF LIC 8N CT NEW HAVEN 
9N NJ SECAUCUS BLCT 19810514KF LIC 
9N NY SYRACUSE BLCT 19860717KF LIC 

10A CT NEW HAVEN DTVPLN DTVP0068 PLN 
9A NH MANCHESTER USERRECORDOl APP 
9A VT RUTLAND BPRM 20000803AAC APP 

10N RI PROVIDENCE BLCT 2395 LIC 

Result key: 8 
scenario 8 Affected station 3 
Before Analysis 

5 

Results for: 9A CT NORWICH BPRM 20040109AEI APP 
HAAT 192.0 m. ATV ERP 6.0 kW 

within Noise Limited Contour 3906178 21161.2 
not affected by terrain losses 3173808 19538.7 
lost to NTSC IX 1002470 2853.5 
109t to additional IX bv ATV 88783 2 2 6  " 

POPULATION AREA (sq kml 

... . . ~~ ~. 
lost to ATV Ix only 385738 1005.0 
lost to all IX 1091253 3079.5 

Potential Interfering Stationa Included in above Scenario 8 

8N CT NEW HAVEN 
9N NH MANCHESTER 
9N NJ SECAUCUS 
9N NY SYRACUSE 
ION RI PROVIDENCE 
10A CT NEW HAVEN 
9A VT RUTLAND 

BLCT 19960926KF LIC 
DTVPLN NPLN0612 PLN 
BLCT 19810514KF LIC 
BLCT 19860717KF LIC 
BLCT 2395 LIC 
BMPCDT 20031219ACC CP 
BPRM 20000803AAC APP 

After Analysis 

Results f o r :  9A CT NORWICH BPRM 20040109AEI APP 
HAAT 192.0 m, ATV ERP 6.0 kW 

within Noise Limited Contour 3906178 21161.2 
POPULATION AREA (sq km) 

~~ 

not affected by terraln losees 3173808 19538.7 
lost to NTSC Ix 832241 1856.6 
lost to additional IX by ATV 298844 1670.9 
lost to ATV IX only 1086729 3317.7 
losf to all IX 1131085 3527.5 

Potential Interfering S t a t i o n s  Included in above Scenario 8 

8N CT NEW HAVEN 
9N NJ SECAUCUS 
9N NY SYRACUSE 
1ON RI PROVIDENCE 
10A CT NEW HAVEN ~ 

9A NH MANCHESTER 

BLCT 19960926KF LIC 
BLCT 19810514KF LIC 
BLCT 19860717KF LIC 
BLCT 2395 LIC 
BMPCDT 20031219ACC CP 
USERRECORDOl APP 

9A VT RUTLAND BPRM 20000803AAC APP 

Result key: 9 
Scenario 9 Affected station 3 
Before Analysis 

Result8 f a r :  9A CT NORWICH BPRM 20040109AEI APP 
HAAT 192.0 m, ATV ERP 6.0 kW 

within Noise Limited Contour 3906178 21161.2 
POPULATION AREA (sq km) 

not  affected by terrain losses 3173808 19538.7 
lost to NTSC Ix 1012644 2958.4 
lost to additional IX by ATV 54495 125.1 
lost to ATV IX only 410571 , 0 2 5 ~ 7  ~~ 

lost to all IX 1067139 3083.6 

Cavell, Mertz & Davis, Inc. 
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Potential Interfering Stations Included in above Scenario 9 

8N CT NEW HAVEN 
9 N  NH MANCHESTER 
9N NJ SECAUCUS 
9 N  NY SYRACUSE 

9A VT RUTLAND 
ION R I  PROVIDENCE 

10A CT NEW HAVEN 

After AnalyGiS 

BLCT 2395 LIC 
BPRM 20000803AAC APP 
DTVPLN DTVF0068 FLN 

Results for: 9A CT NORWICH BFRM 20040109AEI APP 
HAAT 1 9 2 . 0  m, ATV ERP 6.0 kW 

POPULATION AREA (a.2 kml 
within Noise Limited Contour 3906178 21161.2 
not affected by terrain losses 3173808 19538.7 
lost to NTSC IX 873941 2018.0 
lost to additional IX by ATV 240960 1517.6 
losc to ATV IX onlv 1060138 3245.0 
lost t o  all IX 1114901 3535.6 

Patenrial Interfering Stations Included in above Scenario 9 

8 N  CT NEW HAVEN BLCT 19960926KF LIC 
9N NJ SECAUCUS 
9N NY SYRACUSE 

9A VT RUTLAND 
10N RI PROVIDENCE 

1OA CT NEW HAVEN 
9A NH MANCHESTER 

BPCT 2004022511AQ APP 
BLCT 19860717KF LIC 
BI.CT 2395 LIC ~~~~ ~~ ~ 

BFRM 2000080311AC APP 
DTVPLN DTVP0068 PLN 
USERRECORDOl APP 

The following station failed the de minimis interference criteria 

ERP 27.50 kW HAAT 315.0 rn RCAMSL 453.0 m 
Antenna none 

90 NH MANCHESTER USERRECORDOl 

~ u e  to Interference to the following etation and scenario: 9 
9D CT NORWICH BPRM 20040109AEI 

ERF 6.00 kW HAAT 192.0 m RCAMSL 284.0 m 
Antenna 99999999999999 

Percent service lost without proposal: 0.0 to BFRM 20040109AEI 
Percent Service lost with proposal: 2 . 3  to BPRM 20040109AEI 

Result key: 10 
Scenario 10 Affected station 3 
Before AnalyS15 

Results for: 9A CT NORWICH BPRM 20040109AEI APP 
HAAT 192.0 m, ATV ERF 6.0 kW 

POPULATION AREA (69 kml 
within Noise Limited Contour 3906178 21161 12 
not affected by terrain losses 3173808 19538.7 

lost to additional IX by ATV 76648 189.7 
lost to ATV IX only 438505 1105.9 
lost to all IX 1089292 3148.1 

lost to NTSC IX 1012644 2958.4 

Potential Interfering Stations Included in above Scenario 10 

8N CT NEW HAVEN 
9N NH MANCHESTER 
9N NJ SECAUCUS 
9N NY SYRACUSE 
10N RI PROVIDENCE 
9A VT RUTLAND 
10A CT NEW HAVEN 

After AnalyS16 

BLCT 
DTVPLN 
BPCT 
BLCT 
BLCT 
BPRM 
BMPCDT 

2395 LIC 
2000080311AC APF 
20031219ACC CP 

Results for: 9A CT NORWICH BPRM 20040109AEI APF 
HAAT 192.0 m ,  ATV ERF 6.0 kW 

within Noise Limited Contour 3906178 21161.2 
POPULATION AREA i s q  kml 

not affected by terrain losses 3173808 19538.7 

Cavell, Mertz & Davis, Inc. 
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last to NTSC IX 873941 2018.0 
lost to additional IX by ATV 263113 1582.1 
lost to ATV IX Onlv 1086865 3321.7 ~~~~~~~ ~~~~~ 

lost to a l l  IX 1137054 3600.2 

Potential Interfering Stations Included in above Scenario 10 

8N CT NEW HAVEN BLCT 19960926KF LIC 
9N NJ SECAUCUS BPCT 20040225AAO APP 
9N NY SYRACUSE BLCT 19860717KF LIC 
10N RI PROVIDENCE BLCT 2395 LIC 
9A VT RUTLAND BPRM 20000803AAC APP 
10A CT NEW HAVEN BMPCDT 20031219ACC CP 
9A NH MANCHESTER USERRECORDOl APF 

The following Station failed the de minimis interference criteria 

ERP 27.50 kW HAAT 315.0 m RCAMSL 453.0 m 
Antenna none 

Due to interference to the following station and scenario: 10 

ERP 6.00 kW HAAT 192.0 m RCAMSL 284.0 rn 
Antenna 99999999999999 

9D NH MANCHESTER USERRECORDOl 

9D CT NORWICH BPRM 20040109AEI 

Percent Service lost without proposal: 0.0 to BPRM 20040109AEI 
Percent Service lost with proposal: 2.3 to BPRM 20040109AEI 

ReaUIt key: 11 
Scenario 11 Affected Station 3 
Before Analysis 

Results for: 9A CT NORWICH BPRM 20040109AEI APP 
HAAT 192.0 m, ATV ERP 6.0 kW 

within Noise Limited Contour 3906178 21161.2 
POPULATION AREA i s q  km) 

not affected by terrain losses 3173008 19538.7 
lost to NTSC Ix 1012644 2958.4 
lost to additional Ix by ATV 54495 125.1 
1nsr T" AT" TX ""1" 357397 920.2 .... .. ~~~ ~~~ ~~~~ 

losf to all IX 1067139 3083.6 

Potential Interfering Stations Included in above Scenario 11 

EN CT NEW HAVEN BLCT 19960926KF LIC 
9N NH MANCHESTER 
9N NJ SECAUCUS 
9N NY SYRACUSE 
10N RI PROVIDENCE 
10A CT NEW HAVEN 

DTVPLN NPLN0612 PLN 
BPCT 20040225AAQ APP 
BLCT 19860717KF LIC 
BLCT 2395 LIC 
DTVPLN UTVP0068 PLN 

9A VT RUTLAND BPRM 20000803AAC APP 

After Analysis 

Results for: 9A CT NORWICH BPRM 20040109AEI APP 
HAAT 192.0 m, ATV ERP 6.0 kW 

within Noise Limited Contour 3906178 21161.2 
not affected bv terrain 1066e9  3173808 19538.7 

POPULATION AREA Isq kml 

lost to NTSC IX 873941 2018.0 
lost to additional IX by ATV 240960 1517.6 
lost to ATV IX only 1060002 3241.0 
lost to all IX 1114901 3535.6 

Potential Interfering Stations Included in above Scenario 11 

8N CT NEW HAVEN BLCT 19960926KF LIC 
9N NJ SECAUCUS BPCT 20040225AAQ APP 
9N NY SYRACUSE BLCT 19860717KF LIC 
10N RI PROVIDENCE BLCT 2395 LIC 
10A CT NEW HAVEN DTVPLN UTVP0068 PLN 
9A NH MANCHESTER USERRECORDOl APP 
9A VT RUTLAND BPRM 20000803AAC APP 

The following station failed the de minimis interference criteria 
9D NH MANCHESTER USERRECORDOl 

Cavell, Mertz & Davis, Inc. 
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ERP 27.50 kW HAAT 315.0 m RCAMSL 453.0 m 
Antenna none 

Due to interference to the following station and scenario: 11 

ERP 6.00 kW HAAT 192.0 rn RCAMSL 284.0 m 
Antenna 99999999959999 

Percent Service lost without proposal: 0.0 to BPRM 20040109AEI 
Percent Service lost with proposal: 2.3 to BPRM 20040109AEI 

5D CT NORWICH BPRM 20040109AEI 

Result key: 12 
scenar io  12 Affected station 3 
Before Analysis 

Results for: 9A CT NORWICH BPRM 
HAAT 152.0 m, ATV ERP 6.0 kW 

POPULATION 
within Noise Limited Contour 3906178 
not affected by terrain losses 3173808 
lost to NTSC IX 1012644 
lost to additional IX by ATV 76648 

l0St to all IX 1089292 
lost to ATV IX only 385738 

20040109AEI APP 

AREA (8q km) 
21161.2 
19538.7 
2958.4 
189.7 
1005.0 
3148.1 

Potential Interfering Stations Included in above Scenario 12 

8N CT NEW HAVEN BLCT 15560526KF LIC 
5N NH MANCHESTER DTVPLN NPLN0612 PLN 
9N NJ SECAUCUS BPCT 20040225AAQ APP 
5N NY SYRACUSE BLCT 19860717KF LIC 
10N RI PROVIDENCE BLCT 2395 LIC 
10A CT NEW HAVEN BMPCDT 20031219ACC CP 
9A VT RUTLAND BPRM ~ O O O O ~ O ~ A A C  APP 

After Analysis 

Results for: 9A CT NORWICH BPRM 20040109AEI APP 
HAAT 192.0 m, ATV ERP 6.0 kW 

within Noise Limited Contour 3906178 21161.2 
not affected by terrain 1086e5 3173808 19538.7 
lost to NTSC IX 873941 2018.0 
loat to additional IX by ATV 263113 1582.1 
109t to ATV IX only 1086729 3317.7 
lost t o  all IX 11 3 7 0 5 4 3600.2 

POPULATION AREA I S q  kml 

Potential Interfering stations Included in above Scenario 12 

8N CT NEW HAVEN BLCT 19960926KF LIC 
9N NJ SECAUCUS BPCT 20040225AAQ APP 
9N N" SVRarTIsP BLCT 19860717KF LIC ~~~~ . .. . . . . ... . . . . - 
10N RI PROVIDENCE BLCT 2395 LIC 
10A CT NEW HAVEN BMPCDT 20031219ACC CP 
9A NH MANCHESTER USERRECORD01 APP 
9A VT RUTLAND BPRM 20000803AAC APP 

The following station failed the de minimis interference criteria 

ERP 27.50 kW HAAT 315.0 rn RCAMSL 4 5 3 . 0  rn 
5D NH MANCHESTER USERRECORD01 

Antenna none 

Due to interference t o  the following station and scenario: 12 
BPRM 20040109AEI 5D CT NORWICH 

ERP 6.00 kW MAAT 192.0 m RCAMSL 284.0 m 
Antenna 95959999599999 

Percent service lost without proposal: 0.0 to BPRM 20040109AEI 
Percent Service last with proposal: 2.3 to BPRM 20040109AEI 

Result key: 13 
Scenario 13 Affected Station 3 
Before Analysis 

ReSUltS for: 9A CT NORWICH BPRM 20040109AEI APP 

Cavell, Mertz & Davis, Inc. 
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HAAT 192.0 m, ATV ERP 6.0 kW 

within Noise Limited Contour 3906178 21161.2 

lost to NTSC IX 996599 2837.4 
64949 149.3 lost to additional IX by ATV 

lost to ATV IX only 410571 1025.2 
1061548 2986.7 loat to all IX 

POPULATION AREA ( s q  kml 

not affected by terrain 1058e6 3173808 19538.7 

Potential Interfering Stations Included in above Scenario 13 

8N CT NEW HAVEN 
9N NH MANCHESTER 
9N NJ SECAUCUS 
9N NY SYRACUSE 

9A VT RUTLANU 
ION RI PROVIDENCE 

10A CT NEW HAVEN 

After Analysis 

BPRM 20000803AK APP 
DTVPLN DTVP0068 PLN 

not affected by terrain losses 3173808 19538.7 
lost to NTSC IX 832241 1856.6 
last to additional IX by ATV 275010 1594.3 
last to ATV IX onlv 1060138 3245.0 ~~~~ ~ 

lost to all IX 1107251 3450.8 

Potential Interfering Stations Included in above Scenario 13 

8N CT NEW HAVEN 
9N NJ SECAUCUS 
9N NY SYRACUSE 

9A VT RUTLAND 
10N RI PROVIDENCE 

10A CT NEW HAVEN 
9A NH MANCHESTER 

BLCT 19960926KF LIC 
BLCT 19810514KF LIC 
BLCT 19860717KF LIC 
BLCT 2395 LIC 
BPRM 20000803AAC APP 
DTVPLN DTVP0068 PLN 
USERRECORDOl APP 

The following Station failed the de minimis interference criteria 

ERP 27.50 kW HAAT 315.0 m RCAMSL 453.0 m 
Antenna none 

Due to interference to the following station and scenario: 13 

ERP 6.00 kW HAAT 192.0 rn RCAMSL 284.0 m 
Antenna 99999999999999 

20040109AEI Percent Service lost without proposal: 0.0 to BPRM 
Percent service lost With proposal: 2 . 2  to BPRM 20040109AEI 

9D NH MANCHESTER USERRECORDOl 

9U CT NORWICH BPRM 20040109AEI 

Result key: 14 
Scenario 14 Affected Station 3 
Before Analysis 

Results for: 9A CT NORWICH BPRM 20040109AEI APP 
HAAT 192.0 m, ATV ERP 6.0 kW 

within Noise Limited Contour 3906178 21161.2 
not affected by terrain 1088e6 3173808 19538.7 
lost to NTSC IX 996599 2037.4 
lost to additional IX by ATV 88919 230.1 
lost to ATV IX only 438505 1105.9 
lost to a l l  IX 1085518 3067.4 

POPULATION AREA lsq kml 

Potential Interfering Stations Included in above Scenario 14 

8N CT NEW HAVEN 
9N NH MANCHESTER 
9N NJ SECAUCUS 
9N NY SYRACIJSP ~ 

10N RI PROVIDENCE 
9A VT RUTLANU 

BLCT 19960926KF LIC 
DTVPLN NPLN0612 PLN 
BLCT 19810514KF LIC 
BLCT 19860717KF LIC 
BLCT 2395 LIC 
BPRM 20000803AAC APP 

Cavell, Mertz & Davis, Inc. 
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10A CT NEW HAVEN BMPCDT 20031219ACC CP 

After Analysis 

Results for: 9A CT NORWICH BPRM 
HAAT 192.0 m, ATV ERP 6 . 0  kW 

within Noise Limited Contour 3906118 
not affected by terrain losses 3173808 

POPULATION 

last to NTSC Ix 832241 
last to additional IX by ATV 298980 
lost to ATV IX onlv 1086865 ~ ~~~ 

lost to all IX 1131221 

20040109AEI 

AREA i s q  km) 
21161.2 
19538.7 
1856.6 
1615.0 
3321.7 
3531.6 

Potential Interfering Stations Included in above Scenario 14 

8N CT NEW HAVEN 
9N NJ SECAUCUS 
9N NY SYRACUSE 

9A VT RIITT.aINr) 
10N RI PROVIDENCE 

BLCT 19960926KF LIC 
BLCT 19810514KF LIC 
BLCT 19860717KF LIC 

APP 

~~~ ~ 

10A CT NEW HAVEN 
9A NH MANCHESTER 

The following Station failed the de minimis interference criteria 

ERP 21.50 kW HAAT 315.0 m RCAMSL 453.0 rn 
Antenna none 

Due to interference to the following Station and scenario: 14 

ERP 6 . 0 0  kW HAAT 192.0 m RCAMSL 284.0 m 
Antenna 99999999999999 

9D NH MANCHESTER USERRECORD01 

9D CT NORWICH BPRM 20040109AEI 

Percent Service lost without proposal: 0.0 to BPRM 20040109AEI 
Percent Service lost with proposal: 2.2 to EPRM 20040109AEI 

Result key: 15 
Scenario 15 Affected Station 3 
Before Analysis 

Results for: 9A CT NORWICH BPRM 20040109AEI APP 
HAAT 192.0 m, ATV ERP 6.0 kW 

within Noise Limited Contour 3906178 21161.2 
not affected by terrain lasses 3173808 19538.7 
lost to NTSC IX 996599 2837.4 
loat to additional IX by ATV 64813 145.3 
lost to ATV IX only 351397 920.2 
lost to all IX 1061412 2982.7 

POPULATION AREA lsq kml  

Potential Interfering Stations Included in above Scenario 15 

8N CT NEW HAVEN BLCT 19960926KF LIC 
9N NH MANCHESTER 
9N NJ SECAUCUS 
9N NY SYRACUSE 
ION RI PROVIDENCE 
10A CT NEW HAVEN 
9A VT RUTLAND 

DTVPLN NPLN0612 PLN 
BLCT 19810514KF LIC 
BLCT 19860117KF LIC 
BLCT 2395 LIC 
DTVPLN DTVP0068 PLN 
BPRM 20000803AAC APP 

After Analysis 

Results for: 9A CT NORWICH BPRM 20040109AEI APF 
HAAT 192.0 m, ATV ERP 6 . 0  kW 

within Noise Limited Contour 3906178 21161.2 
not affected by terrain losses 3173808 19538.7 
lost to NTSC IX 832241 1856.6 
lost to additional IX by ATV 214814 1530.2 
lost to ATV IX only 1060002 3241.0 
lost to all IX 1107115 3446.8 

POPULATION AREA ISq kml 

Potential Interfering Stations Included in above Scenario 15 

8 N  CT NEW HAVEN BLCT 19960926KF LIC 

Cavell, Mertz & Davis, Inc. 



1OA CT NEW HAVEN 
9A NH MANCHESTER 
9A VT RUTLAND 

BLCT 19810514KF LIC 
BLCT 19860111KF LIC 
BLCT 2395 LIC 
DTVPLN DTVP0068 PLN 
USERRECORDOl APP 
BPRM 20000803AAC APP 

The following station failed the de minimis interference criteria 

ERP 27.50 kW HAAT 315.0 m RCAMSL 453.0 m 
Antenna none 

Due to interference to the following Station and scenario: 15 

ERP 6.00 kW HAAT 192.0 m RCAMSL 284.0 m 
Antenna 99999999999999 

Percent Service lost without proposal: 0.0 to BPRM 20040109AEI 
Percent Service lost with proposal: 2 . 2  to BPRM 20040109AEI 

9D NH MANCHESTER USERRECORD01 

9D CT NORWICH BPRM 20040109AEI 

Result key: 16 
Scenario 16 Affected station 3 
Before Analysis 

Results for: 9A CT NORWICH BPRM 20040109AEI APP 
HAAT 192.0 m, ATV ERP 6.0 kW 

within Noise Limited Contour 3906118 21161.2 
not  affected by terrain losses 3173808 19538.7 
lost to NTSC IX 996599 2831.4 
lost to additional IX by ATV 88783 226.0 
lost to ATV IX only 385738 1005.0 
lost to all IX 1085382 3063.4 

POPULATION AREA (sq km) 

Potential Interfering Stations Included in above Scenario 16 

10A CT NEW HAVEN 
9A VT RUTLAND 

After Analysis 

BMPCDT 20031219ACC CP 
BPRM 20000803AAC APP 

ReSUltS for: 9A CT NORWICH BPRM 20040109AEI APP 
HAAT 192.0 m, A T V  ERP 6.0 kW 

POPULATION AREA lsa kml . .  
within Noise Limited Contour 3906178 21161.2 
not affected by terrain losses 3173808 19538.7 
loat to NTSC IX 832241 1856.6 
lost to additional IX by ATV 298844 1610.9 
lost to ATV IX onlv 1086729 3317.7 

Potential Interfering Stations Included in above Scenario 16 

8N CT NEW HAVEN 
9N NJ SECAUCUS 

9A VT RUTLAND 

BLCT 19960926KF LIC 
BLCT 19810514KF LIC 
BLCT 19860717KF LIC 
BLCT 2395 LIC 
BMPCDT 20031219ACC CP 
USERRECORDOl APP 
BPRM 2 0 0 0 0 8 0 3 A A C  APP 

The following atation failed the de minimis interference criteria 

ERP 21.50 kW HAAT 315.0 m RCAMSL 453.0 rn 
9D NH MANCHESTER USERRECORDOl 

Due to interference to the following Station and scenario: 16 
9D CT NORWICH BPRM 20040109AEI 

ERP 6.00 kW HAAT 192.0 m RCAMSL 284.0 m 
Antenna 99999999999999 

Cavell, Mertz & Davis, Inc. 
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Percent Service lost Without proposal: 
Percent Service lost with proposal: 

0.0 to BPRM 
2.2 to BPRM 

20040109AEI 
20040109AEI 

Result key: 17 
Scenario 17 Affected Station 3 
Before Analysis 

Results fo r :  9A CT NORWICH BPRM 20040109AEI APP 
HAAT 192.0 m, ATV ERP 6.0 kW 

within Noise Limited Contour 3906178 21161.2 
not affected by terrain los6es 3173808 19538.7 
lost to NTSC IX 1006773 2942.3 
lost to additional IX by ATV 54495 125.1 
lost to ATV IX onlv 410571 1025.2 

POPULATION AREA lsq km) 

105t to all IX 1061268 3067.4 

Potential Interfering Stations Included in above Scenario 17 

EN CT NEW HAVEN BLCT 19960926KF LIC 
9N NH MANCHESTER 
9N NJ SECAUCUS 
9N NY SYRACUSE 

10N R I  PROVIDENCE ... ~ 

9A VT RUTLAND 

UTVPLN NPLN0612 PLN 
BPCT 20040225AAQ APP 
BLCT 19860717KF LIC 
BLCT 2395 LIC 

10A CT NEW HAVEN DTVPLN DTVP0068 PLN 

After Analysis 

ReSUltS for: 9A CT NORWICH BPRM 20040109AEI APP 
HL?IT 192.0 m, ATV ERP 6.0 kW 

POPULATION AREA i S q  kml 
within Noise Limited Contour 3906178 21161.2 
not affected bv terrain losses 3173808 19538.7 ~~ ~~~~~ 

lost to NTSC 1;: 873941 2018.0 
loa: to additional IX by ATV 240960 1517.6 
lost to ATV IX only 1060138 3245.0 
losf to a l l  IX 1114901 3535.6 

Potential Interfering Stations Included in above Scenario 17 

8N CT NEW HAVEN BLCT 19960926KF LIC 
9N NS SECAUCUS BPCT 20040225AAQ APP 
9N NY SYRACUSE BLCT 19860717KF LIC 

JVIDENCE BLCT 

The following Station failed the de minimis interference criteria 

ERP 27.50 kW HAAT 315.0 m RCAMSL 453.0 m 
AnCe""a none 

90 NH MANCHESTER USERRECORD01 

Due to interference to the fallowing station and Scenario: 17 

PRP 6.00 kW HAAT 192.0 m RCAMSL 284.0 rn 
9D CT NORWICH BPRM 20040109AEI 

Percent Service lost without proposal: 0.0 to BPRM 20040109AEI 
Percent Service lost With proposal: 2.5 to BPRM 20040109AEI 

Result key: 18 
scenario 18 Affected Station 3 
Before AnalysiG 

Results for: 9A CT NORWICH BPRM 20040109AEI APP 
HAAT 192.0 m, ATV ERP 6.0 kW 

POPULATION AREA i s q  km) 
within Noise Limited Confour 3906178 21161.2 
not affected bv terrain losbes 3173808 19538.7 
lost to NTSC 1.i 1006773 2942.3 
lost to additional Ix by ATV 76648 189.7 
lost t o  ATV IX only 438505 1105.9 
last LO all IX IO 8 3 4 2 1 3132.0 

Cavell, Mertz & Davis, Inc. 
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Potential Interfering Stations Included in above Scenario 18 

8N CT NEW HAVEN 
9N NH MANCHESTER 
9N NJ SECAUCUS 
9N NY SYRACUSE 

9A VT RUTLAND 
10N RI PROVIDENCE 

10A CT NEW HAVEN 

BLCT 19960926KF LIC 
DTVPLN NPLN0612 PLN 
BPCT 20040225AAQ APP 
BLCT 19860717KF LIC 
BLCT 2395 LIC 
BPRM 20000803AAC APP 
BMPCDT 20031219ACC CP 

After Analysis 

ReGUltS for: 9A CT NORWICH HPRM 20040109AEI APP 
HAAT 192.0 m. ATV ERP 6.0 kW 

POPULATION AREA lsq kmi 
within Noise Limited Contour 3906178 21161.2 
not affected bv terrain losses 3173808 19538.7 ~~~~ 

loet to NTSC Ii 873941 2018.0 
loet to additional IX by ATV 263113 1582.1 
lost to ATV IX only 1086865 3321.7 
lost to all IX 1137054 3600.2 

Potential Interfering Stations Included in above Scenario 18 

8N CT NEW HAVEN 
9N NJ SECAUCUS 
9N NY SYRACUSE 

BLCT 19960926KF LIC 
BPCT 20040225AAQ APP 
BLCT 19860717KF LIC 

OVIDENCE BLCT 

to interference to the following 

Percent Service lost without proposal: 0.0 to BPRM 20040109AEI 
Percent Service lost with proposal: 2.6 to BPRM 20040109AEI 

Result key: 1 9  
Scenario 19 Affected station 3 
Hefore Analysis 

Results for: 9A CT NORWICH BPRM 20040109AEI APP 
HAAT 192.0 m, ATV ERP 6.0 kW 

within Noise Limited Contour 3906178 21161.2 
no t  affected by terrain 106686 3173808 19538.7 
lost to NTSC IX 1006773 2942.3 
lost to additional IX by ATV 54495 125.1 
lost to ATV IX only 357397 920.2 
lost to all IX 1061268 3067.4 

POPULATION AREA i s q  kml 

Potential Interfering Stations Included in above Scenario 19 

8N CT NEW HAVEN 
9N NH MANCHESTER 
9N NJ SECAUCUS 

BLCT 19960926KF LIC 
D'NPLN NPLN0612 PLN 
HPCT 20040225AAQ APP 
BLCT 19860717KF LIC 
BLCT 2395 LIC 
DTVPLN DTVP0068 PLN 
BPRM 20000803AAC APP 

After Analysis 

ReeultS for: 9A CT NORWICH BPRM 20040109AEI APP 
HAAT 192.0 m, ATV ERP 6.0 kW 

within Noise Limited Contour 3906178 21161.2 
not affected by terrain l o e s e 9  3173808 19538.7 

POPULATION AREA (sq km) 

Cavell, Mertz & Davis, Inc. 



lost to NTSC Is 873941 2018.0 
lost to additional Is by ATV 240960 1517.6 
lost to ATV IS only 1060002 3241.0 
loat to all IX 1114901 3535.6 

Potential Interfering Statione Included in above Scenario 19 

8N CT NEW HAVEN BLCT 19960926KF LIC 

10A CT NEW HAVEN 
9A NH MANCHESTER 
9A VT RUTLAND 

~~ ~ 

BPCT 20040225AAQ APP 
BLCT 19860717KF LIC 
BLCT 2395 LIC 
DTVPLN DTVP0068 PLN 
USERRECORD01 APP 
BPRM 20000803AAC APP 

The following station failed the de minimis interference criteria. 

ERP 27.50 kW HAAT 315.0 m RCAMSL 453.0 m 
Antenna none 

Due to interference to the following station and scenario: 19 

ERP 6.00 kW HAAT 192.0 m RCAMSL 284.0 m 
Antenna 99999999999999 

Percent Service lost without proposal: 0.0 to BPRM 20040109AEI 
Percent Service lost with proposal: 2.5 to BPRM 20040109AEI 

9D NH MANCHESTER USERRECORD01 

9D CT NORWICH BPRM 20040109AEI 

Result key: 20 
Scenario 2 0  Affected Station 3 
Before Analysis 

Results for: 9A CT NORWICH BPRM 20040109AEI APP 
HAAT 192.0 m, ATV ERP 6.0 kW 

within Noise Limited Contour 3906178 21161.2 

lost to NTSC IX 1006773 2942.3 
loat to additional IS by ATV 76648 189.7 
lost to ATV IS only 385738 1005.0 
lost to all IS 10 8 3 4 2 1 3132.0 

POPULATION AREA i s q  kmi 

not affected by terrain losses 3173808 19538.7 

Potential Interfering Stations Included in above Scenario 20 

1UN RI PROVIDENCE 
10A CT NEW HAVEN 
9A VT RUTLAND 

BLCT 2395 LIC 
BMPCDT 20031219ACC CP 
BPRM ~ O U O U ~ O ~ A A C  APP 

After Analysis 

Results for: 9A CT NORWICH BPRM 20040109AEI APP 
HAAT 192.0 m, ATV ERP 6.0 kW 

within Noise Limited Contour 3906178 21161.2 
not affected by terrain losses 3173808 19538.7 
lost to NTSC IS 873941 2018.0 
lost to additional IX by ATV 263113 1582.1 
lost to ATV IX onlv 1086729 3317.7 

POPULATION AREA (99 kml 

1oet to a l l  IX 1137054 3600.2 

Potential Interfering Stations Included in above Scenario 20 

8N CT NEW HAVEN 
9N NJ SECAUCUS 
9N NY SYRACUSE 

BLCT 19960926KF LIC 
BPCT 20040225AAQ APP 
BLCT 19860717KF LIC 

9A VT RUTLAND 

The following station failed the de minimis interference criteria. 
9D NH MANCHESTER USERRECORD01 

Cavell, Mertz & Davis, Inc. 
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ERP 27.50 kW HAAT 315.0 m RCAMSL 453.0 m 
Antenna none 

Due to interference to the following station and scenario: 20 

ERP 6.00 kW HAAT 192.0 m RCAMSL 284.0 m 
Antenna 99999999999999 

BPRM 20040109AEI 9D CT NORWICH 

Percent Service lost without proposal :  0.0 to BPRM 20040109AEI 
2 . 6  to BPRM 20040109AEI Percent Service lost with proposal: 

Cavell, Mertz & Davis, Inc. 



Certificate of Service 

The undersigned, of the law firm of Brooks, Pierce, McLendon, Humphrey & Leonard, 
L.L.P., hereby certifies that s h e  has caused a copy of the foregoing Comments of Hearst-Argyle 
Properties, Inc. to be placed in the U.S. Mail, first-class postage prepaid, addressed as follows: 

Steven C. Schaffer 
Schwartz, Woods & Miller 
1350 Connecticut Avenue, N.W. 
Suite 300 

Washington, D.C. 20036-1717 

4 
This the C day of July, 2004. 


